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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study provide insights into the effects of pandemic due to SARS-CoV-2 infection on the Sao Paulo community. It provides the clinical parameters being studied. The different age groups and demographic parameters has been taken into account to report their study. This will add more into the comorbidities and their impact on patient who suffered from SARS-CoV-2 infection.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	1. In the objective section, kindly remove the similar sentence of Background " Covid-19 started in China at the end of 2019 and was declared a pandemic in March 2020."

2. Authors could omit " highlights the relevance of public policies aimed at preventing possible new pandemics" from the conclusion section and can add like this study shows the epidemiological- demographic parameters and/or clinical parameters of the patient at your set up. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I would like to take suggestion from the statistician for this. For me it looks good
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Some improvements are warranted
	

	Optional/General comments


	I would like to congratulate to authors on submitting the commendable evidence based retrospective study  on patients of SARS-CoV-2 infection during the pandemics. Authors have performed a nice study on the analysis of the patient to construct the epidemiological and demographical parameters. I will be commenting on some of the constructive points we can built up in this article to make it more better.

Abstract:

1. In the objective section, kindly remove the similar sentence of Background " Covid-19 started in China at the end of 2019 and was declared a pandemic in March 2020."

2. Authors could omit " highlights the relevance of public policies aimed at preventing possible new pandemics" from the conclusion section and can add like this study shows the epidemiological- demographic parameters and/or clinical parameters of the patient at your set up. 

Introduction:

1. I will recommend the author to use the sentences of the referenced articles in terms like " was noted", "was seen", " has been found". I mean to say that the referenced points usually are the facts according to their study, so it will be better to make a sentence construction on their behalf rather than the present tense of " is there" and so forth.

2. I would suggest the author to either use " SARS-CoV-2 infection" term or " COVID-19" term throughout the article. I would suggest to use " SARS-CoV-2 infection" term, as it sounds more scientific. Author can even abbreviate "SARS-CoV-2 infection", as it would be used multiple times in the article.

3. I would advice the authors to use the " past tenses" in sentence construction as this is a retrospective study.

Else the introduction section looks good and contextual.

Material and Methods:

1. Author could modify this phrase" when vaccination was already taking place"

2. Just a curiosity, what was the reason for this " Any medical records sorted for patients less than 18 years old were excluded from the sample"

3. I would recommend author to remove the terms measures of dispersion, measures of position  and just write down the variables been assessed. I don’t think we need to explain that these are the measures of position or dispersion.

Other aspects looks good.

Results:

1. Is it essential to have the source as authors beneath the tables?. If it’s a journal format then its ok, else I don’t think its needed , as authors has mentioned the table number in the text.

2. The decimals in the tables have comma. Kindly edit this as necessary.

I will commend on sincere and nice statistical efforts from the authors

 Discussion:

1. I would recommend authors to have more succinct and proper sentence formations. I would recommend to go through it again and paraphrase the sentences. 

I understand that sentence formation and grammars are not the critical comments, I should be pouring but it should sound bit more better.

2. Discussion section has more than 2200 words. I went through discussion and found out that it could be squeezed somehow to make it more succinct. Otherwise the efforts and hard work is praiseworthy.

Conclusion:

As for the discussion, conclusion is also lengthy and has to be more succinct to address the aims and objective of the paper. There is no need of repetitions of results. Main points of the aims and objective could be focused in small paragraph.

Referencing and statistics:

I would recommend editor to involve statistician once to cross check the details.
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